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Sir: 

The following is offered in response to the Office Action mailed November 18, 
1998. Reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested. 

REMARKS 

Applicants note with appreciation that the restriction requirements of the Office 
Action mailed May 27, 1998 have been withdrawn, presumably in response to the traversal in 
applicants response mailed August 26, 1998. In response to the present restriction, applicants 
hereby elect with traverse to prosecute the claims of Group II (claims 26-41), directed to 
methods of screening for neoplastic cells and detecting mutations using nucleic acid probes of 
the invention. In response to the species election, applicants elect sequences that hybridize to 
SEQ ID N0:9. Applicants note, however, that SEQ ID Nos 9 and 10 are related in that SEQ 
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ID N0:9 is the genomic sequence of ZABCl and SEQ ID NO: 10 is the open reading frame for 
that gene. Thus, it is respectfiiUy requested that these two species be examined together. 

According to the MPEP, where claims can be examined together without undue 
burden, the Examiner must examine the claims on the merits even though they are directed to 
independent and distinct inventions. See, the MPEP at 803.01. In establishing that an "undue 
burden" would exist for co-examination of claims, the Examiner must show that examination 
of the claims would involve substantially different prior art searches, making the co- 
examination burdensome. To show undue burden resulting from searching difficulties, the 
Examiner must show that the restricted groups have a separate classification, acquired a 
separate status in the art, or that searching would require different fields of search (MPEP at § 
808.02). Applicants submit that no undue burden exists in examining all the claims of the 
present application and therefore respectfully request that the restriction should be withdrawn. 

If a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of this application, the 
Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at (415) 576-0200. 
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Respectfully submitted, 




